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TOE CAT5R0EKJ LAYMAK. 



J*0-? 



.THE HOLT FATHEBS AOK»0(WUBDGE THE 
POPE'S . SUPBEMACY. 

.•Br* wi Esnw o* an I<*w*w,— This is most 
Ih^t shown by taking ilU testimonies ef the Greek and 
Jeattn Bathers and CmomiI*, before the division of the 
£*tt and Wert > whence it will be seen that the functions 
rfeoproaoacy ate— To un se t »c unity of faith and of com- 
tMasun. To be conaolted in. all cases of disputed frith. 
To eoafirm the acta of Cowtcilt. To receive appeals from 
ike DBneejal.CathoIie Church. To give mission; and if 
necessary, to depone the Oriental Patriarch, Bishops, 4c. 
iSB.eNat4o.girv the whole testimony its doe farce, it 
lafcoaW ha ersanged so as to illustrate each of these fnue- 
>aVona. J will, however, follow the ofrier of time. 

)£. In the year 68, the Chnrch of Corinth sent to Boms 
, to consult St. Clement, than Bishop of Borne,' concerning 
their distensions. But why to Borne ? 'Why not consult 
St John the Evangelist, who was then living at Eahaanj, 
or in die neighbouring Fatmea? And why did St. Cla- 
imant, in reply, send envoys to the Corinthians, with an 
jadmoaitary epistle, ordering them, after the Apostle's 
example, " to he subject ?'' 

.II. -Why did St. Ignatius, who was also of the Apostolic 
4109, when writing to the several Churches, apply the word 
presides only to the Church of Borne? Why did he 
direct " to the Church that presides in the region of 
«ome?" 

III. WbjdidPolTcarp.wlio, in mWyouth 1 ' had conversed 
-with the Apostles,"* undertake the long journey from 
Antioeh to Borne, in his 90th year, to try to reconcile the 
Pop* to the Eastern time oX keeping the Faech, as we 
learn .from Btanasua.? 

IV. WiirdMMartriou, about the same time, whan he was 
expelled from Antioeh by the Bishop thereof, seek redress 
at Borne, ■ and not at Antioeh or Alexandria? 

V.ln the age next after the Apostles, St. Tremens, hav- 
ing recourse to Apostolic tradition handed down through a 
-snecessien of Bonsn Bishops, confounds the heretics by 
*the sarfborrty of the Church ef Borne. " For to Out 
Chunk," says he, " by reason of its more powerful princi- 
vufity, it it necessary that all Churches should agree; that 
It, the fiulhful-everywhere."" 

VI. TVtullian, who was bom in Carthage, anno 160, tells 
■us that " the Bishop of Bom*"' (or Pope Victor), who was 
catted, "the Bishop of 'Bishops, the Supreme Fonrin"," d 
after herring by his assent restores' peace to the Churches of 
Atia «M Phrygia, suspended the issue of his letters of 
peace, ■ which (hows that the communion and the su- 
preme influence of the Pope was then owned and felt by 
•the Asiatic Churches. 

VII. And the same Pope further showed his supremacy. 
1st, By threatening to cur off Hit Asiatic Churches, for non- 
conformity in discipline. 2nd, By Pokjerates and other 
'Oriental Bishops having, ot-Jit (the Pope's) eomeiand, held 
•Council* ta the Beat, as we learn from £usebius. r 

VIII. St. Cyprian, who was Bisbop of Carthage, anno 248, 
■oaTis Borne " the ehair of Peter, and the principal Church 
4rom which the UBity of priesthood is risen." (En. 65. ad. 
.Cornel). 

IX. In the same year, the Boman Presbyters.orCardihals, 
writing to the Church of Carthago, on ihe occasion of the 
martyrdom of Pope Fabian, have these remarkable words : 
" Whilst it is ineumkent on us who are teen to he set oner 
-the fleck, and to take charge in the place of the Shepherd — 
•eiacetbe Lord Himself, fulfilling the law and the Prophet;, 
Reaches, saying, 'I am the good Shepherd tpAo lay down 

.■■'fiV. /«_«.. * ■ * .«u. „__. ...» .Iaa. ETn m~* tn .QirniYn • 



f'Gfa for my theep' — yea, even so does He say to Simon : 
Lovest thou me?' — »I~ 
Cypriani 2.) 



1 Lovest thou n»7' — * Feed my sheep.' " (Inter ep. St. 



X. Fortnnatus and Felix — African Bishops— being ex- 
■peUedby St. Cyprisn, appeal to Borne. 

XL About the year 260, St. Dionysius, Patriarch or 
Bfcbep of Alexandria, was accused at Borne, before the 
3Pope, of errors against tha faith. To this St. Dionysius 
replied by writing to the Pope. "Whereby baring cleared 
'banttlf," s&ya St. Atbanasius,' " he was therefore innoeent 
of the Charge imputed to him." Why was St. Dionysius 
accused before the Pope, and not before the Oriental 
^Patriarch? Why did St. Dionysius and the others, who 
wereOrientals, submit to appeal from Alexandria to Homo? 
Lastly, why does St. Atbanasius say that St. Dionysius'a 
acquittal by the Pope was a proof of his innocence? 

XII. At the great Council of Nicasa, in Asia Minor, anno 
"3J5, the legates of Pope Sylvester (who were only bumble 
presbyters )are reckoned by Socrates, 11 the Greek historian, 
'Wore any of the Oriental Patriarchs ; and they are also 
^before them in the subscriptions of the Council. 

Xlfl. The same Socrates, speaking of a Synod of 90 
Bishops, at Antioeh, anno 841, that is, six years before the 
Council Of Sardica, jays, "• Neither was Julius, Bishop of 
elder Borne, nor his legates there; though the ecclesiastical 
canon moat expressly commands that the Churches shall 
nuke no ordinances without the sanction of the Bishop of 
■Some." (Lib. 2, Hist. c. 8.) 

(To be continue"".) 



[As Dr. Geraghty has given up abase and confined, 
himself to calm reasoning in the above latter, we gladly 
insert as much of itw our space permits. We only te- 
gret that In order to avoid putting our readers to the in- 
convenience of comparing, in different numbers of our 
periodical, the arguments' for and against the proposition 
which Dr. G. undertakes to prove, we have been obliged to 
divide his communication. If any of his authorities will 
bear examination, however, they will he nothing the worse 
for being, taken seriatim in,the manner we propose dealing 
with them ; and as, perhaps, a majority of our readers 
are not familiar with the documents relied on, and have 
not easy access to the originals, we hope we may be ex- 
cused for. going a little more fuilyintosome of them than 
otherwise wouli be excusable. We have prefixed num- 
bers to the paragraphs of the Tetter and our answer, to 
facilitate present reference, a* well as any future discussion 
on .the same matters. 

I. We know of. no proof that the Church *f Corinth 
sent to Borne to eonstilt St. Cement, as to their dissen- 
sions, and they probably did to more than send a letter 
by some of the brethren who had occasion to visit that 
city on secular affairs ; but if they did, we see nothing 
extraordinary in their doing to. It was the common 
usage of Christian Churches te communicate with and 
consult one another, though on terms of perfect equality; 
and most natural that the Church of ue metropolis of 
tha world (intercourse with whith was more constant than 
with mny other) should be most frequently consulted. 
Asto why they did not consult St.John at Patmos, or whether 
they did so or not, we confess we are wholly ignorant. 
Clement wrote them an admonitory epistle, it is true, but 
one of so different a character from that which would 
assist the supremacy of Borne, that wa seriously doubt 
whether Dr. Geraghty has ever read it. So far from 
assuming the tone of a supreme ruler of the Church, or 
"ordering them to be subject," as Dr. G. states, the 
whole epistle is a most meek and affectionate exhor- 
tation to brotherly love and humih'ly. He exhorts them 
to those virtues by arguments and examples from the Holy 
Scriptures ; refers them to St. Paul as warning them 
against dissensions, and. points- out the only remedy, not 
obedience to him (Clement), but prayer to God. We 
wish we had space to print the whole of this epistle, as it 
would show the difficulties which Boman advocates are 
reduced to, when they endeavour to derive a proof of 
the Pope's supremacy from such a document. We annex, 
however, a few extracts in a note.' 

II. This is a. meoely verbal criticism which proves 
nothing. Why St. Ignatius used the v>or& presides, in 
his epistle to the Bomant, it is difficult to say ; but no one 
can read Tgnatius's epistle, without perceiving that it is 
utterly irrelevant to the subject of the supremacy. Igna- 
tius was Bishop of Antioeh, and having been condemned 
by the Emperor Trajan to be executed at Pome, when 
travelling towards that city under a guard of soldiers 
(whom ha calls ten leopards), wrote to the Christians 
there, entreating them not to use any influence in big 
favour, but to suffer the sentence which had been pro- 
nounced against him to take its course, that he might not 
be deprived of the crown of martyrdom. 

We have read the entire epistle, and venture to say there 
is not one word in the whole of it, directly or indirectly, 
relating to toe relative position of Borne and other 
Churches; and to suppose that Ignatius, at sucb a moment, 
had such a subject in bis mind, would be absurd. If he 
had been approaching Alexandria, and bad written to the 
Cbureh which presides in the region of Alexandria, would 
it hare proved that the Church of Alexandria presided 
elsewhere alto ? 

III. The case of Pelycarp Rnd Anicetus. is ineonlestibly 
against, not in favour of, the supremacy of Borne. If 
Poly carp did go to Borne to try toraeencila Anicetus to 
the practice of his Church, be certainty did nor go to 
ascertain and embrace the practice of the Church of Borne ; 
for he steadily adhered to bis own practice, after full con- 
ference wilb Anicetus — a dispute which ended so amicably 
that Anicetus allowed Polyesrp to celebrate tbe com- 
munion in his Church instead of himself, showing clearly 
that neither Polycarp nor Anicetus held any such doetrine 
at the supremacy of Borne. We wish Dr. Geraghty would 
not take his statements at second hand, but consult the 
original writers. Irenmns does not tell us that Polycarp, 
in his 90th year, undertook tbe journey from Antioeh to 
Rome to try to reconcile the Pope to the eastern time of 
keeping Easter. All he tells us is, that in the time of 



> St. Atfcta«*.BS)DM.«S. 

•-fremms, lib. III. 

-all*, do Pwdie. n. 1. 
" adrers. Tiax. ». 1. 

'Ub.v. Mate. J*. 

< Do teat. Dlony*. torn. I. p. 5S3. 

► Lib. X. Hist, c It. 



i Take rote yet haaae the epMleof thebtesed Fasl, ttoApwtfe. 
WW Ma be ftrst write tor** at the bexioniB* at ti» Gaa**t? 
Verily, be did by the if mt adiasnUh jteu caocereirw HmMir^aad 
Cephas, and Apolloe, because th*t eren Uian ye bad Conned parties 
and dtvkion5 among rouraelfea .... It ts shameful. beloved, it 
ta exaeedfngiy shaaoernJ. and navortnv ef raor Chrierten etofaaslen, 
to bear ifcat the mi arm and aacitut Ohareta of tba CaHinsdass 
Ehonldk} one.or t*a persons be led Into &>e<UUaa against Isapsai- 
byters. Let us, therefore, -with all baste take away this eauae> of 
effenae, mat let us-'fall down befsre-the Lord and beseech film with 
tears that Be woejtt be tarouratly lecsncllad to us, and -realm m 
again t» a arswe and. holy coorta of Btaiaerl/ Jove . . . "Mtaaed 
are they whose iniquities are forgiven and whose sin la CMWtl" Ibis 
blessing la epon those wno are choaen e( God throocb Jeana Christ oar 
Lard. Letea, therefore, maxaoy aa have tr«iagres«ed by airy ef the 
auzgeaUona oi the adrertar;, pray for forglraness i aad let Those who 
have beam the leaders of the awtalinn and dlsseaaieit aaaeag you loos: 
to the eoanmoa ohjet t of oar bate. Let », therwSore. paey for those 
wbe are fallen Into any alo. UuuaMefcneta and humility ssavy be giren 
nmothem, so tint ihay may toasoit net unto oa, but aoto the will of 
. Ood.-Secliona 47, 48, 61, 68. 



A nie etn s, Polyearp eante to Borne s«deoov«x»sd many 
hareties to the Ciwrsb»i Ktuebiiis's sMrssttrtse sasnttuit 
of it ear readers will find at ■ length, p. It, sopra, in »ur 
Bebntaixnsmher. 

J*: ;^* w5,h ***■ S-f»«hry/wonW take the' tame trambla 
with his references that we do. We have in vainsearehed 
through tha three. <i>Uo volumes of-St. Athsnasius's works 
to Aid the passage referred te about Marcion and hare eon- 
viox^omiwrm^tlasre is.ncoesuch to be foaad. St. Aaha- 
nasius, in his diecoarse on Heresies, (t. ii. p. 336; name* 
Marcion, indeed, with many others, bat gives no account 
of him whatever. Possibly, Dr. 6. meant to refer as, mot 
to Athawuias, fcaftto St. £piphanius's work on heresy, 
which does contain suahart history of Marcion, k and a h»ng 
account of his works, imt nothing which could warrant 
tnch a statement as that he was expelled 'from Antisch, 
aad appealed u> Borne, which as, wo suppose, what Dr. G. 
means to assert-in the soeaewhat ambiguous expression, 
" seek redress." Bpiphanuu'e <aocoont of Marcion is 
shortly thia:— Marcion, who was •eat) of the Bishop, of 
SinoBe, in Pontus, though he had proetssea ehastityas a 
monk, had been exco m m i ia ica t e d for raedacing a virgin, 
by bis own father, who steadily refused to retnatate him, 
though besought to do so with many prayers and tears. 
Marcion being thus degraded, unable to endure the oppro- 
brium and ridicule of his fellow citizens, secretly ab- 
sconded from the city, and went to Rome, in the episco- 
pate of Pius 1, Bishop of Borne. There he-endeavoured 
to persuade the elders of the Church to admit him rto 
communion, in the hopes of himself becoming . a bishop ; 
and being refused on account of his crimes, he became a 
heretic and joined the impostor Cerdon. 1 

Is it not strange, says Dr. Barrow, that this should 'be 
produced as an appeal, when it was only a supplication, of 
a fugitive criminal to be admitted to communion, which 
wasreOised.— P. 383, ix. 31. 

Bpiphanius makes it still more clear, however, that 
no right of appeal from a sentence of the Bishop of 
Binopethen lay to Borne, for he represents Marcion as 
asking the reason why they would not reeeite him into 
tbe Church; to which they answered, " It is not lawful for 
utlo do it against the command of your venerable fathsrr!" 1 " 

V. We have repeatedly discussed this passage from 
Irenatus before, and have not space here to enter fully 
into it again. The original Greek text is lost, and we havo 
nothing in lieu of it but a very poor Latin version, last 
Dr. G. reply to what we 'bare already published on thia 
passage — vol. ii., p. 100, and vol. iv.,p. 83— awl we will 
,enter upon the subject of Ixenaras't views at length with 
him. ' • 

TI. Tertullian's tract do Pudicitia was written after ha 
was a Moutanist, and had become opposed lo the Chnroh, 
and it was principally directed against an episcopal edict 
(bat of what Bishop he says nothing), allowing adulterer* 
and fornicators to be re-admitted to communion upon 
repentance. He sneeringly combats this ediet as a most 
licentious one, and (if it were one issued by Victor or any 
other Bishop of Borne, of which we know nothing from 
TertulUan or elsewhere) it is most probable that he called 
him "Pontifex Maximum," and " Episcopus Episcono- 
rum," to bring him into contempt." There was then, ba 
it remembered, a pagan Pontifex Maximns at Konae, and 
we know from St Cyprian that half a century later he 
thought it a most arrogant thing for Pope Stephen, or 
any Bishop, to claim such a title as " Bishop of Bishopt," 
and repudiated .bis right to it altogether. (See the pas- 
sage supra, p. 29, coL2.j TertulUan, it will be rejcsl- 
iected, was not a native of Borne, but of Carthage. 

Dr. Geraghty 'a next quotation from Tertulliao, which 
he ingeniously endeavours to incorporate with the pre- 
vious one, though taken from a wholly different work, is 
still more singular and distorted. It is from his treat 
against Praxeas, a Patripaesian, which was also written, 
after TertulUan had fallen .into the errors of Montanism. 
Tbe whole passage i» as fellows : — " He (Praxeas), a man 
otherwise restles&and'Withoat the love of God, whose gifts 
('charismata') he also assaulted, first imported into Roma 
this kind of perversity. For this same man compelled 
the then Bishop of Borne, who already acknowledged the 
prophecies of Montanus, Priaca, and Maximilla, and by 
that acknowledgment had brought peace to the Churches 
of Asia and Fhrygia," by asserting falsehoods concerning 

1 Ifenestti adr. Harrses. Lib. Ill c. 3, p. J03-*. Ed. Grebe Oxoa. 
l»a. Ben. Ed , p. 17T. 

t Epiphaniua sdr. (teres. lib. I , tctn. I. p. 3*2-3, Pttarlna ed. Paris, 
lew. 

i Our readers will find tome account of atarclon's heretical doc- 
trine) in another column.— p. 97, supra. 

» " Qoare pa'asa eos allpqttens. Our me, laqult, reefpere nolntstls P 
Responderont 1)11, *Kobls IrjnesuTeneraadi Patris tul f^eeretstird oob 
lleet.'"— Epipbanlus Ad». Hasres., Lib. 1., torn. S, Si; Opers. torn. \, 
p. JOS. Peeaehts'. ^d„ Part!, J*3». 

° Thepa»[»jtisas follows:— TertulUan, DePndleUia, p. IIS. Riaaft 
ed. Parle, 101*. "Adrcrats bene noane diraimnbuB eot n iaa rm ? 
Audio etiam eJicram esse propositum et quidem peremptorhzm,;Paa>- 
tifex scilicet Msilmuvqaod eat, Episenpna Bplaeoporum edhHt; Ego 
et n«l)« et fornliabasoa delict*, poxiiu-oika Funelia dlmirto. O 
EUlctuso, eul adscribi uoa potarlt, fienum factmn 1 St turi prope- 
netur liber.ilitaa lata f Ibidem, opinor, la tpsia llhldlnam iaaab, sab 
Ipsis llbiillniim tltolls. Ilelc epoenodi pmnlteoHa promulnanda eat, 
ubi d«liw)«e»uia Ipsa Teraablurr. llllclesendae.l erobi.qiiocnnuaaJ 
tjas intrabitar. keel hoc la BeelerU legitnr, et in Rcclesia proaanv- 
Uatur et vtrgs-aat. Akait, ekelk e aponaa Cbrlsti ule prassoetuar 

■> iloauuus «sat estitMliboil a Chore* at Pepusx, In PbrjgJa. Blla- 
elluvand Maxmillla, two woaaaa of rank and fortune, wer*.a m a» n tar 
principal dbelples of Mentuul, and pretended to ptopkawf aaatikwrei 
elilons like their fanatical leader, who Imagined himself loose ta* 
Paraclete, or Comforter, promised by our Lord. 
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those very prophecies and Churches, and by maintaining 
the powers of his predecessors, both to recal the letters 
of peace already sent, and to cease from his proposed re- 
ception of the (charismata). Thus Praxeas effected two 
works of the devil at Rome ; he expelled the prophecy 
and brought in heresy ; he put to flight the Paraclete and 
crucified the Father. ' p 

How this shows " that the communion and the supreme 
influence of the Pope was then owned and felt by the 
Asiatic Churches'" is to us incomprehensible. It seems to 
prove nothing but that the Bishop of Rome (whoever he 
was at that day) was a very weak man, wavering about 
between the heresies of the Patripassians on the one side 
and the Montanists on the other. That the supreme in- 
fluence of the Pope was not owned by all the Asiatic 
Churches in the time of Pope Victor will be abundantly 
evident from the next number, vii. 

VII. Dr. Geraghty here has reversed the order of 
events. In the pontificate of Victor the dispute with the 
Churches of Asia, about the time of keeping Easter, was 
renewed. 'The Churches of Asia Minor, Syria, and Meso- 
potamia still differed from the rest of Christendom, as 
they had done in the time of Anicetus, in keeping Easter 
(as the Jews had held their passover) on the 14th day of 
March, without regard to the day of the week, while the 
rest of the Churches always kept it on Sunday, the day of 
our Lord's resurrection. Polycrates, Bishop of Ephesus, 
and other Asian Bishops, summoned councils, at the in- 
stance, not by the command, q of Victor, who had formed 
the idea of bringing about an uniform practice ; but 
80 far from acquiescing in his views, these councils 
unanimously resolved that their own practice, for 
which they had the sanction of Polycarp, the deacon 
Philip, and St. John, should be maintained. Victor, 
having the greatest part of the Christian world on his side, 
attempted the bold and then somewhat rash expedient of 
endeavouring to cut off the Asiatics from communion with 
his Church, but was foiled in the attempt ; for the Catho- 
lic Church was so far from supporting Pope Victor in his 
anathemas, that even those who agreed with him in the 
desire to bring about uniformity of practice refused to 
unite with him in excommunicating their brethren, and 
rebuked him sharply ; and Irenseus particularly, though 
with his accustomed mildness, pressed upon him the dif- 
ference between the spirit in which he acted and that of 
his predecessor, Anicetus, when disputing with Polycarp 
on the same matter.* So entirely abortive, indeed, was 
Victor's attempt, that about 60 years after, Firmilian, in 
his letter to Cyprian, expressly asserted that the peace 
and unity of the Catholic Church had never been broken 
by differences about the observance of Easter or other 
religious rites ; and that, be it remembered, while alluding 
to Stephen, Bishop of Rome, who had quarrelled with 
Cyprian because his custom differed from the Romans on 
the rebaptizing of heretics. ' 

Here, then, we have the most satisfactory evidence that 
the Catholic Church, so near the Apostles' times as the 
end of the second century, decided against the power of 
the Bishop of Rome to cut off whom he might think fit 
from the common unity, andwould not support him in it : 
which makes the case infinitely stronger ; for it was not 
merely that they knew nothing of such a claim, but that 
it was practically made and decided against. The question 
as to the time of keeping Easter, in fact, remained un- 
settled until the Council of Nice, which decided against 
the Asiatic custom, on the ground that St. John intended 
the observance to be temporary, and only in countries 
bordering on the Jews. 

VIII. We never denied that Rome was considered in 
the times of St. Cyprian the " principal'" Church, as is 
fully admitted in our article on the precedency of Rome 
in our last March number (supra, p. 28). That it was 
also called by St. Cyprian the "chair of Peter," in a 
certain sense, may be safely conceded (though we strongly 
suspect the words relied on here to be interpolated) ; but 
that Cyprian could have meant that the unity of the 
episcopate had its origin from Rome is incredible, as 
being not only false in historical fact, but abhorrent to 

» Tertnlllau advernu Praxean, p. 68*.— "Iste (Praxeas) primus ft* 
Asia hoc genu perversitatis, la'.ulU Roma ; homo et alias inquletns 

dilecttonem Dei noo habeus, enjufi charismata quoque 

expugnavit. Nam idem (Praxeasj tunc Bpiacopam Romnnum, agnos- 
centem jam prophetias Montanl, Priscas, Maximillse, et ex ea agnl- 
tione pacem Ecclesiis Asfss et Phrygias inferentem, falaade ipsisPro- 
phettta et Ecclesils eorcm adseverando, «t prssceasorum ejus auctori- 
tarea defendendo, cfcgit et Htteras pacis revocare jam emisaas, et a 
proposiro reciptendorum charismatum concessare. Ita duo negotla 
diaboli Praxeas Boroas procuravit, prophetUm expulit, et tuereaim 
intullt ; Paraeletum fugavit, et Patrem crucinxit." 

i Euseblns, Hist. lib. v. c 24, p. 156.— " I could also mention," aays 
Polycrates, ** tbe Bishops that were present whom you requested to be 
summoned by me, and whom I did call*" " Poasem etiam episcopo- 
rum qui mecum aunt, racers mentionem, quos petiistis ut convocarem 
(5c vutlc ^tutsan /jurasiXnOijvat vie f/t5)»icutatfcci." — 
VaJesiUB ed. Amstelod. 1693. 

' See the extract from Dupin's Bccles. Hist. In our April number, 
p. *«, aopra. 

■ "Eoeautem qui Ramss sunt non ea In omnibus observsre sjuss 
■tat ab orlgine tradita et trustraapostolorumauctorttatem prtetaudere 
seire quis etiam rode potest quod circa celebrandos dies Pascbas et 
circa multa alia dtvlnse ret sacrament* videat esse apud lllos altquas 
dWersilates, uec'observari illie omnia sequaliter quas Hierosoiymis 
observaatur, aecvodum quod in eeteria quoque plurimia provinciia 
milita pro loeorum et nomtnum dirersltate Tariantur, nee tamen 
propter hoc ab eceletia Catholica pact aique unilatc aliquando ditceuum 
est. Quod nunc Stepnanus ausus est lacere, rumpens adversus voe 
jracem, quam semper antecessores ejus roblicum amore et honori 
nutuo tuswdisruut."— Cyprian, Epis. 78 i Ben. Ed., Venet,, 17M ; 



common sense ; for this would be to make that unity 
flow from Rome to Antioch, even while Peter was 
Bishop of that latter See (if he ever acted as Bishop any- 
where), and before he even saw Rome ; and would even 
make Jerusalem herself receive that unity in the first 
instance from Rome (for it is not exoritur or progreditur, 
as Dr. G.'s translation would imply, but exorta est)i asif 
there was not a sacerdotal unity of the Church at Jerusa- 
lem before Rome was ever evangelized. The expression 
is evidently at best somewhat lax ; but we must inter- 
pret it so as to be in accordance with the writer's known 
opinions and with common sense. Perhaps he meant 
that the unity of the episcopate flowed from Rome to 
Carthage, whence,and concerning the affairs andoutraged 
Church-unity of which, he was writing; and this would-be 
true enough, for Africa Propria, in which Carthage lay, 
doubtless received its oriers from Rome. We shall see, 
moreover, when we come to deal with St. Cyprian more at 
large (as wepurpose doin % in our next number), that in this 
very epistle to Corneliui (No. 55, Ben. Ed.) he denies 
the right of appeal to Rome, expostulates with Cornelius 
for wavering at the threats of the agents of Fortunatus, 
the schismatical Bishop cf Carthage, and asserts the rights 
of Bishops in language suite incompatible with the idea of 
Cornelius being his ecclesiastical superior, much less the 
infallible supreme head of the Church. 

IX. This is a complete perversion of the Roman clergy's 
meaning in this letter, and quite inconsistent with their 
other letters to the " b'.essed Pope Cyprian," from which 
we gave extracts in our January number (p. 1, supra). 
Besides, it supposes wlat is not the fact, that during the 
vacancy of the Roman See, the clergy, be they presby- 
ters or cardinals, have ever had jurisdiction over other 
Churches. 

X. It is not true that either Fortunatus or Felicissimus 
(whom Dr. G. calls Felix) were Bishops. They were mere 
impostors schismatically claiming the title, and their pre- 
tended appeal to Rome was a mere attempt, as St. 
Cyprian indignantly proves, to delude Cornelius into the 
belief that Fortunatus was really Bishop of Carthage, in- 
stead of Cyprian. We shall see hereafter, when we come 
to treat of St. Cyprian more at large, that he wholly de- 
nies the right of appeal to Rome in his 55th epistle, 
which contains an indignant expostulation with Corne- 
lius for having been weak enough, under intimidation, 
to listen to the accusations of the schismatical Felicis- 
simus, then acting as agent for Fortunatus at Rome. 

XI. Who Dr. G. means by the Oriental Patriarch here 
we cannot divine ; but we know that what he says is a 
complete misrepresentation of Athanasius's statement 
on the subject. Dionysius of Alexandria had written 
so strongly against the Sabellians that those who then 
held the doctrines afterwards professed by Arius pre- 
tended that Dionysius was in favour of them. What 
Athanasius says on the matter is verbatim as follows, 
which shows that the defence of Dionysius of Alex- 
andria was a voluntary proceeding to clear his theological 
character, not a judicial trial before the Pope. St. _ 
Athanasius does not say that his acquittal by the Pope was ' 
a proof of his innocence, or anything equivalent to it — 

" When some of the brethren, not knowing the cause of bis 
(Dionysius's) writings, went to Rome, they complained of 
him to his name-sake, the Roman Bishop. Which having 
heard, he (Dionysius of Alexandria) wrote both against the 
followers of Sabellius and against those also who held the 
opinions which Arius, having subsequently professed, was cast 
out of the Church for. He also sent letters to Dionysius, to 
desire that he would inform him of what he had been accused 
by these persons. But he without delay wrote books which he 
entitled Elenchus and Apologia, to expurgate himself. Here I 
pray you to remark the execrable workshop of the enemies of 
Christ, and by what a compact they move to their own igno- 
miny ; for since Dionysius, the Bishop of Rome, alto wrote 
against those who say that the Son of God was a creature, it 
clearly appears that not now for tbe first time, but formerly 
also, the heresy of the Arians, the enemies of Christ, was con- 
demned by anathema. Since, then, Dionysius, Bishop of 
Alexandria, expurgated himself concerning his epistle, it is 
manifest that he neither was of the opinion which they 
ascribed to him, nor was he imbued at all with the wicked 
doctrine of Arius."* 

XII. We scarcely think that Dr. G. can have ever 
read the passage in Socrates which he refers to ; for So- 
crates does not purport to give the order of subscriptions, 
but merely ^to state the names of those who were present ; 
and it is remarkable that he does not name the legates of 
Sylvester first, but Osius, Bishop of Cordova in Spain, 
who, we find from Labbe and Cossart, torn, ii., p. 50, ac- 
tually subscribed the canons of Nice before Victor and 
Vincentius, the deputies of Sylvester. What, then, be- 
comes of Dr. G.'s argument that Sylvester's legates sub- 
scribed before the Oriental Patriarchs ? 

XIII. It is true that the passage Dr. Geraghty qnotes is 
in the history of Socrates as we have it now. After all we 
have proved of forgeries and interpolations, we cannot 
be expected to swallow everything without examination, 
as if it must needs be his whose name it bears. No 
books were more exposed to interpolation than these 
short abstracts and chronicles of history. We have no 
doubt that the sentence in question is a marginal note, 
made by some one who disagreed with Socrates, and 

* Delnde cum Dionysius Alexandrians episeopus de epistola sua sese 
pnrgarlt, patam est ilium, nee ejuafuisse sentences quam el adscribunt, 
neque omnino pram Arli doctrina imbutum fulsse." — S. Alban., Oper. 
Ben. Ed. Paris, 1698; urn. I., p. »»; No. 13, 



afterwards copied into tbe text by some transcriber. 
There is an evident want of connection in the construc- 
tion of the sentence. There was no such canon then 
invented ; and if there had been, Socrates" would not have 
supported it. Socrates was a lawyer at Constantinople. 
He held^the 3rd canon of the general council of Constan- 
tinopleXLib. v. e. 8). The Pope pronounced that canon 
invalid. Socrates held that canon to be a valid decree 
of a general council, notwithstanding the opposition of 
the Pope. As a lawyer at Constantinople, Socrates 
must have held the decree of the Emperor, which con- 
firmed that canon. It is impossible, therefore, that 
Socrates could have held that no canon of the Church; 
could be made without the consent of the Pope. 

The real opinion of Socrates about the Pope is suffi- 
ciently shown where he speaks of the Novatians (Lib. 
vii. c. xi.). He praises the toleration extended to them 
at Constantinople, and condemns the persecution of them 
at Rome, saying that " the episcopacy of Rome, as well 
as that of Alexandria, going beyond the priesthood, had 
long since arrived at tyranny.''" 

The passage in question, therefore, could not have been 
written by Socrates, but is a note or interpolation by 
some other, and never was a more unlucky occasion for 
such a note. It is true that the canons of Antioch to 
which the interpolated passage applies were made without 
the Pope's consent. Pope Innocent I. rejected those 
canons, not as being made without his authority, but on 
a charge of Ariauism against thos* who made them. 
Nevertheless, those canons of Antioch were adopted into 
the code of the universal Church, and acknowledged and 
received by the general council of Chalcedon. Those same 
canons were afterwards put| into the Roman code by 
Dionysius Exiguus, and perpetuated there by Gratian ; 
nor have any canons of discipline ever had greater influ- 
ence in Christendom— Greek, Roman, and Protestant. 

THE MASS. 

TO THE EDITOB OI THE CATHOLIC LAYMAU. 

Sib, — I am very much puzzled to know what my 
Roman Catholic neighbours think about their mass, and, 
perhaps, as you are learned in their controversy, yon 
could tell me. From what I have read in books, I 
am led to understand that they believe that in the mass 
is offered np to God a sacrifice of infinite value, namely, 
the very same sacrifice that was offered up on Calvary, 
the sacrifice of the body and blood of the Blessed Son of 
God. But I cannot make this square at all with what I 
see and hear of going on about me. A Roman Catholic 
farmer, a neighbour of mine, gave the priest thirty shillings 
to have a dozen masses said for his mother's soul — that 
is, half-a-crown a mass. Is that mass, sir, the same 
thing as they believe to be tbe body and blood of the 
Lord. Sure, sir, the priests would not do over again what 
Judas did, and sell Him for thirty pieces of silver. And 
I can't conceive for the life of me how a thing can be of 
infinite value if you can bny it for half-a-crown. I have 
beard, too, of another man who paid for a mass being said 
when the distemper got among his cattle, and of another 
man who had a mass said for the success of the fishing. 
Sir, I don't like to repeat again what I read they take the 
mass to be ; but if they thought it was that, would they 
offer it up for a sick cow, or for a take of herrings ? 

A little information on this subject would much oblige 

A PLAIN PROTESTANT. 

[We have not space here to give a full answer to our 
correspondent's question, but in our next number we hope 

to give him an account of the manner in which Roman 
Catholic divines explain the difficulties which he feels. 
Whether our correspondent will find these explanations 
satisfactory or not is more than we can tell.] 



THE GLORIES OF MARY. 

TO THE EDITOR OF THE CATHOLIC LAYMAN. 

Ma. Editor,— The Reader^opened the Douay Bible 
the other night, and says he, " What did St. Paul mean 
when he said to the gaoler at Philippi, ' Believe in the 
Lord Jesus, and thou shalt be saved ? '"• "He meant," 
says Andy, " that if a man puts his trust in Christ, and 
looks to him for salvation, his sins will be forgiven, and 
he'll go to heaven." "Very good," says the Reader. 
"And now tell me what does St. Peter mean when he 
says, respecting Christ, 'Neither is there salvation in 
any other ; for there is no other name under heaven 
given to men whereby we must be saved.' •* "He 
means," says Andy, " that no one else can save us but 
Jesus Christ." " Why, then," says old Murty, "is it 
turning souper you are ? Sure that's always the cry of 
them Protestants ; but we know better than that. Sole 
it's the blessed mother of God, the holy Virgin, that 
saves us from our sins. All good Catholics have salva- 
tion through her, and there's no salvation without ber." 
" Hold your tongue," says Andy, " and don't be dis- 
gracing us before the Protestants by your ignorance." 
'• It's yourself that's disgracing us," says he, " by denying 
that the Virgin is the saviour of sinners ; but," saya 
he, " you and the Protestants may look to who you like 
for salvation, but we'll look to Mary: leave _ us the 
mother and you may have the Son.'" " Don't mind 
what that fellow says," says Andy ; " sure he don't know 
the doctrines o f our Church at all." "That's partly 

" Episeopatus Romanni perinde atque Alexandrians, nltra aaoer- 
dotii Bnea proaresaus, Jam dim in uominationem degenerasset." 
* Acts xvL 81. * Acta lv. 11. a A common exprcsstn. 



